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September 27, 2013 

To Whom It May Concern, 

Mora Independent Schools, Mora, NM (Mora) respectfully requests the Federal 

Communication Commission (Commission) review of two Demand Payment Letters, Final 

Request and overturn the original Commitment Adjustments in light of new facts and 

circumstances that came to light since the last opportunity to address such issues. 

In correspondence dated September 3 and 4, 2013 the Universal Service Administrative 

Company (Administrator) sent Mora Final Demand Payment Letters (Demand Letters) for 

Funding Commitment Adjustments imposed on Mora in the wake of a technology plan review 

conducted in 2009. During the review Mora was unable to produce an official Technology Plan 

Approval Letter from a certified technology plan approver. It is important to note that Mora DID 

have a technology plan in place, but it is possible that Mora made a ministerial error by not 

obtaining approval of said plan before the filing of the Form 486. Mora is still in process of 

determining if the plan was indeed approved by the State Department of Education. 



According to the Demand Letters, Mora had been sent first and second demand payment 

letters with the latter sent on July 8, 2010. The letters stated Mora must return funds from Fund 

Year 2006 and 2007 -- applications totaling more than $560,000. The letters also indicated all the 

Funding Requests subject to the recovery action were under appeal with the Commission and 

were denied in FCC order DA 13-1849, released August 30, 2013. The Demand Payment Letters 

are attached here as Attachment 1. 

Mora takes this opportunity to request the Commission reconsider its decision to deny the 

appeals filed by Mora and overturn the denials for Funding Request Numbers: 1626634, 

1626567, 1626534, and 1477404. These Funding Request Numbers are associated with Form 

471 application Numbers: 533342 and 586001. In accordance with Commission rules, this 

Petition for Reconsideration is timely filed within 30 days of the decision and letters. The 

Demand Letters indicated the last correspondence from the Administrator requesting payment 

was in July 2010 and, as a result of FCC order DA 13-1849, released August 30, 2013 the 

Administrator would withhold action on any application or request for benefits under the 

Commission's "Red Light Rule." Mora understands that if a Commitment Adjustment is under 

appeal, the Administrator will not enforce the Red Light Rule while the appeal is pending. 

However, all of Mora's E-Rate applications were denied funding for Fund year 2011 and 2012 

because "...your application was denied based on your noncompliance with the FCC's Red Light 

Rule which implements requirements of the FCC's Debt Collection Improvement Act of 1996 

(FCC No. 04-72)." If the Commitment Adjustments were under appeal and not decided until 

August 2013, as the Demand Letters indicate, then the 2011 or 2012 applications should not have 

been denied. Mora lost $245,000 in eligible E-Rate funding because of these denials. In addition, 

Mora never claimed funding for 2009 or 2010 of almost $280,000. Mora is at a loss to 



understand how the Administrator could deny funding at the same time acknowledging the 

Commitment Adjustments were under appeal and presumably not subject to the Red Light Rule. 

During the period between 2009 and present, Mora had seven different superintendents 

and the district underwent massive reorganization twice during the period. Mora's Chief 

Operating Officer and e-rate contact during the period of the review was relieved of his duties in 

2012. Based on the fact that Mora has received no benefit from the E-Rate program since 2009 

and has effectively lost well over $500,000 in potential funding, and was denied appeals in the 

FCC order DA 13-1849, Mora believes a major contribution to the failures rests with the former 

Chief Operating Officer. 

In light of this massive loss of funding and the new information that the 2010 and 2011 

applications appear to have been improperly denied because of the Red Light Rule, Mora asks 

that the Commission offset the Commitment Adjustment demand of refund with the lost E-Rate 

funding of 2009 through 2011. 

In some cases the Commission has found that rigid compliance with technology plan 

procedures does not service the public interest. 1  Mora requests that the Commission find that 

there is sufficient reason to waive the certification requirements for the 2006 and 2007 

applications, given that there was a technology plan in place at the time. That plan was 

submitted to the reviewer and included all of the elements required by program rules. In the 

Sixth Report and Order 2  the Commission eliminated the technology plan requirement for Priority 

1 services and we ask that the FCC retroactively apply this ruling to Mora's requests. Mora is an 

impoverished school district in rural New Mexico as embodied by a 90 percent E-Rate discount. 

1 
FCC 07-37 Brownsville Independent School District Brownsville, TX, et al. 

2  FCC 10-175 Sixth Report and Order. 



Funding is limited and the prospect of paying over $500,000 in discounted service from 2006 

and 2007 would result in devastating staff and service reductions. These reductions would be in 

addition to the cuts that have already been made this year due to a close to $700,000 shortfall. As 

reported in the local news, the District has already cut the football program and cut staff 

positions to balance the 2013-2014 operating budget which totals around $5 million To be quite 

frank, the District could not operate if it had to write a check for a half-million dollars today. 

Mora also feels the draconian and severe penalty is far too punitive considering the rule 

"violation" was ministerial and clerical— the inability to locate an approval letter from the state. 

Without question, Mora had a technology plan but the former director was unable to locate an 

approval letter. Mora believes the letter exists but simply has been unable to locate the letter. 

Mora does feel that either elimination of the Commitment Adjustment or offset of lost E-Rate 

funding would be more appropriate in this situation. Again, we ask the Commission to reconsider 

its August 30 decision and overturn the Demand Letters for Mora. 

Sincerely, 

Dom M. Romero 
Superintendent 
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